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Rush Review 


very sentence of Judge Robert Bork’s 

Slouching Towards Gomorrah: Modern 

Ltberalism and American Decline, is a chal- 
lenge. | have rarely read a book that so stimulates 
rapid-fire thought and debate in my own mind as | 
progressed, No matter where you are right now, 
make arrangements to get this book into your hands 
at your earliest possible convenience. The more 
Americans who read it, the more hope there ts. 

But make no mistake; this is not a particularly 
hopeful book. It is a book to scare the dickens out 
of you on the direction the nation is heading: 
as the title suggests, it’s on a pre- 
cipitously downward path. 
(Gomorrah, for those of you 
unfamiliar with Biblical his- 
tory, was a city, along with 
Sodom, destroyed by God in 
fire and brimstone for its evil 
ways.) This is a book to chill 
the American soul. Which is 
precisely what the American 
soul needs; it might help the 
country remember that there is 
such a thing as a soul. 

Judge Bork argues that deca- 
dence permeates most aspects 
of our culture — American “en- 
tertainment, art, religion, edu- 
cation, scholarship, economic 
activity, science, technology, law 
and morality.” This decadence 
is a celebration and elevation 
of promiscuous sex, violence, self-indulgence, 
anti-reason, anti-law, anti-morality, anti-religion, 
anti-America. Bork says he doubts we can sustain 
our civilization with our hedonistic culture and 
rejection of tradition, or a vigorous economy with 
our spurning of personal achievement as the basis 
for accessing rewards. 

Since these are things I’ve been talking about for 
years, I decided to interview Judge Bork on my 
radio program — a highly provocative experience. 
If you were privileged to listen, you heard him say 
that the Founders would be horrified by what has 
happened to the First Amendment — with the 
definition of speech broadened to include even the 
most destructive expressions and behavior. He said 
they would be dismayed most at the removal of 
religion from public discourse. 

One of the most interesting aspects of Judge 
Bork’s book is that he returns, again and again, 
to the ideas the Founders grappled with on the 
nature of man and society and the structure of 
government. In revisiting those fundamental origi- 
nal arguments, he dares challenge some long-held 
and cherished notions, examining them under the 
searing glare of his intellect. Bork proposes censor- 
ing the “vilest aspects of our popular culture” — 


Modern Liberalism 


and American Decline 








Cultural Analysis from the Cultural Icon 


which he points out was commonplace and salu- 
tary throughout American history. Bork says the 
Supreme Court ought to get out of the way and let 
America decide through the democratic process 
how to rid itself of moral pollution. Because the 
judiciary, as he points out, has become “the 
enforcement arm of the ‘intellectual’ class,” Bork 
also suggests allowing Congress to overrule the 
Supreme Court with majority votes. . 

These, of course, are the most controversial ele- 
ments of the book, and they have been caricatured 
in the press and by Judge Bork’s vociferous detrac- 
tors. Don’t accept their asser- 
tions about what Bork says. 
Read his words yourself. You will 
discover a much more thought- 
ful, scholarly, evenhanded, dis- 
passionate — and, ultimately, 
persuasive — argument than you 
have been led to believe. This ts a 
sober, unrelenting dissection of 
cultural and political trends in 
this country and the tragically 
destructive fallout of modern 
liberalism. Most of all, my 
friends, Bork’s words carry with 
them the ring of truth. To liber- 
als’ everlasting discomfort. 

Another advantage Judge 
Bork brings to this project is his 
eyewitness-to-history position of 
having been there, as a professor 
at Yale, when the student 
“movement” of the 1960s erupted. He thus 
provides one of the most informed journalistic 
descriptions I've read of who these self-described 
“radicals” were, where they came from (and from 
what historical roots they were sprung), what they 
attempted to do and why, and what it meant. 
Interestingly enough, Bork faults the institutions 
as much as he does the students for the social and 
political chaos that resulted. He points out that 
when the universities were under attack, the 
schools’ leadership — and the guardians of many 
American institutions of the day — caved. The 
center did not hold. The moral authority that 
could have repelled attacks by young marauders 
was, sadly, nowhere in sight. And thus this group 
now runs the institutions, and, currently, the 
Executive Branch of the U.S. government. 

Bork’s book is an intellectual search for counter- 
vailing forces to liberalism’s “radical egalitarianism” 
and “radical individualism,” which seeks personal 
gratification with no limits. It is a search in which 
we must all engage; America’s survival depends on 
it. A good beginning is a careful study of Bork’s 
incisive words ... the vigorous public discussion of 


America’s moral decline is a crucial first step on the 
road back from Gomorrah. Bo 











nation. When the Justice Department went after a church to gath- 
er the parishioners’ tithing money, the government was stopped 
cold because President Clinton overturned the government's poli- 
cy and protected us. It's not the only time he’s defended our val- 
ues. Don’t be misled by Bob Dole’s attack ads. President Clinton 
wants a complete ban on late-term abortions except when the 





mother’s life is in danger or faces severe health risks, such as 


B olks, this is positively stunning. 
Every day when I get up and read 

me = the newspapers, I think I’m pre- 
pared for the lengths — or should I say, 
depths — this Administration is willing to 
go to try and fool the American people. 
But every day, those depths are exceeded. 
Each day’s hypocrisy is trumped the next 
morning. How do you do it? How do you 
look people in the eye and knowingly 
deceive them? Or instruct your organiza- 
tion to do so on your behalf? 

Of course, I’ve been asking that ques- 
tion for four years now. 

This campaign ad would be hilarious if 
it weren't so shameless. The President who 
vetoed the partial-birth abortion ban 
claims he “wants” a complete ban on late- 
term abortions? Does Hillary know about 
this? As for the President “protecting” reli- 
gious freedom, he simply changed his 
mind about pursuing a case he knew 
would bring him bad publicity, with his 
Justice Department arguing that a couple's 
creditors could seize money they gave their 
church. The rest of the ad is equally 
brazen. The Administration that signed 
the Defense of Marriage Act in the dead of 
night, virtually apologizing to activist con- 
stituency groups for doing so, while calling 
the legislation “gay-baiting,” now lists it 
proudly as a “values” accomplishment? 

So now we have the astonishing spectacle 
of this President claiming he has fought for 
our values. In my lifetime, I can’t remem- 
ber anyone on the American political scene 
quite like Bill Clinton. And it is frustrating, 
I know. During this entire Presidential 
campaign, he has pretended to be a conser- 
vative, leaving Republicans stammering in 
indignation. As he co-opts issue after 





Republican issue, apparently convincing 
large numbers of American voters that he 
stands for these things, we are left to 
protest: “B-but he doesnt’ really believe it.” 

Yet I want you to think about the signifi- 
cance of what you are observing. Bill 
Clinton is campaigning on smaller govern- 
ment, a balanced budget, tax cuts (“target- 
ed” though they may be), lower deficits, 
fewer regulations, tougher crime and drug 
laws, a strong military, school choice, welfare 
reform, less Hollywood 
violence ... and, thanks 
to Dick Morris of all peo- 
ple, family values! There 
are no big new liberal 
spending programs on 
the table. 

Bill Clinton is, when 
all is said and done, 
politically ... shall we 

. flexible. He is a 
pragmatist. He wants to 
get re-elected. And look 
at what he is totally con- 
vinced he has to do to 
ride around in Air Force One for another 
four years: He has to embrace Ronald 
Reagan. Heck, he is even running his cam- 
paign out of Reagan’s “Morning in 
America’ re-election playbook. 

So the evidence is in, and it’s time to 
declare victory. Conservatism has won. 
Thoroughly, completely, decisively. In 
order to win the hearts of the American 
people, and their votes, you must cam- 
paign as a small-government, fiscal and 
cultural conservative. Yes, I know that Bill 
Clinton doesn’t mean any of it. Of course 
I realize, as you do, that it is all so much 
empty rhetoric (some might call it lying). 


Detense of Merrens Act, supports curfews and cma eaiimn 
to teach our children discipline. The President enacted the v-chip 
to block out violent TV programs. His crime bill expanded the 
death penalty for drug kingpins. Bob Dole opposed him and is 
resorting to untrue negative attacks. President Clinton has fought 
for our values and America is better for it.” 

— CLINTON CAMPAIGN AD ON RELIGIOUS RADIO STATIONS 


The reason liberals 
lie the reason they 
have to pretend to 


be what theye not 
is because we ve 
triumphed in the 
arena of ideas. 





And I stand by my oft-repeated caution: 
you have to watch what these people do; 
not what they say. 

But the fact that they have to say conserv- 
ative things is enormously significant. If you 
listened to the media, and the academic 
elite, and the pundits, and the experts, you 
would think that the conservative agenda 
has been rejected by the public. You would 
think that the ideas promulgated by the 
104th Congress, and especially the Repub- 
lican freshman class, 
have been entirely 
discredited. You would 
think conservative pro- 
posals were despised as 
“extremist’ and “mean- 
spirited.” Instead, the 
message of limited gov- 
ernment and personal 
responsibility has been 
co-opted by the Clinton 
campaign and by Demo- 
crats running for office 
across the country. 

For instance, listen to 
Kathy Karpan, the Democratic candidate 
for the Wyoming Senate seat of the retiring 
Alan Simpson: “Tm not a liberal. I’ve been a 
moderate, mainstream Democrat all my life. 
I am a centrist.” She opposes gun control. 
This is what she says: “Look at Washington, 
D.C., with its tough gun laws; it’s the crime 
capital of America.” She is for the flag 
amendment. She says able-bodied welfare 
recipients should have to work. Does this 
sound like a Hillary clone to you? 

Jill Docking of Kansas, Ben Nelson of 
Nebraska and Mary Landrieu of Louisiana, 


continued on page 14 





Folks, | don’t make this stuff up 


“What they want to do is make war on the 
kids of this country.” 
— BILL CLINTON, ON REPUBLICANS, DURING 
SCHOOL LUNCH DEBATE, AP 


Something different this month. I was amazed at the 
brouhaha that erupted over Bob Doles offhand 
reference to “Bozo” in early October. As all hell 
broke out, Clinton campaign operative Ann Lewis 
sniffed: “T guess this means the era of civility lasted a 
day and a half:” Clinton press secretary Joe Lockhart 
sneered: “What comes naturally to them 1s to make it 
as nasty as can be.” Nobody else will, so 

I thought I'd put together a small 
sample of what has passed for 
“civility” from the Demo- 
crats in just the last 
year. What weve 
seen — completely 
and utterly un- 
challenged by 


the press — is 


“What they're trying to do is literally take 
away meals from kids ... They are trying to 
run over kids.” 
— LEON PANETTA, ON REPUBLICANS, DUR- 
ING SCHOOL LUNCH DEBATE, AP 

































“This is the most despicable, 
. mean-spirited legislative propos- 
al I have seen in all my years 
of public service. 
Children will go hungry.” 
— Gov. HOWARD 





the most re- DEAN (D, VT), DURING 
markably SCHOOL LUNCH DEBATE, AP 
vitriolic ; 

campaign \ “In South Africa we'd call it 
of lies in my . y apartheid. In Nazi Germany 
memory: wed call it fascism. Here we call 


it conservatism. These people are 
attacking the poor.” 

— REV. JESSE JACKSON, QUOTED IN 

THE FORT LAUDERDALE SUN-SENTINEL 





“They're coming for our children, 

§ they’re coming for the poor, they're com- 
) ing for the sick, the elderly, the disabled.” 
— REP. JOHN Lewis (D, GA), ON C-SPAN 


“What’s next? Castration? Sterilization?” 
— REP WILLIAM Cay (D, MO), ON C-SPAN 


“People say we're trying to scare people. 
We are trying to scare people. Because, | 
tell you, I’m scared to death if this 
goes through.” 
— Rep. JOE MOAKLEY (D,MA), ON 
THE BALANCED BUDGET AMEND- 
MENT, QUOTED IN NEW 4 
YORK NEWSDAY 


















“They want to shred every last worker and 
workplace protection on the altar of trickle- 
down tax cuts, lavishing more on those who 

already have the most, and taking it out of 

the hides of those who have the least.” 
— Rep Dick GEPHARDT (D, MO), 
ON REPUBLICANS, UPI 


“It is the most vicious exercise of public 
power I would ever hope to see. It is the anti- 
education, anti-working family, anti-women, 

anti-opportunity appropriations act...” 

— REP. DAVID OBEY (D, WI), ON 
REPUBLICAN LEGISLATION, AP 


“Human sacrifice is much in vogue right 
now. The Republican right thinks that 
people who get on its nerves, especially 
women, should be sent to the stake...” 

— Mary McGrory, COLUMNIST, 
IN THE WASHINGTON POST 


“It’s a glorious day if you're a fascist.” 
— Ree GEORGE MILLER (D, CA), ON 
PASSAGE OF REPUBLICAN LEGISLATION, AP 


“From pre-schoolers to adults, this bill is a 
body blow to their future.” 
— BILL CLINTON, ON REPUBLICAN 
LEGISLATION TO BALANCE THE 
BUDGET, AP 


“Many of these new members [of 
Congress] are radicals. They want to under- 
mine the very foundations of worker 
security, safety and opportunity.” 

— ROBERT REICH, SECRETARY OF 
LABOR, AP 


“[Republicans] were willing to put at risk 
the safety of our air, our food, our 
drinking water, the water we fish and 
swim in, for short-term financial 
gains for a few.” 
— BILL CLINTON, UPI 


“Senator Warner is an e-coli 
Republican. His vote for 
corporate greed and irrespon- 
sible government literally 
threatens American lives.” 
— DON FOLEY, DEMOo- 

CRATIC SENATORIAL 

CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE 

EXECUTIVE, IN DSCC 
PRESS RELEASE 
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“Keep your tax-cutting, greedy hands 
off our Medicare.” 
— SEN. EDWARD M. KENNEDY (D, MA), AP 


“The Republican leadership in this Congress 

is conducting a jihad on the environment in 

the most right-wing agenda we have seen in 
America this century.” 

— VICE PRESIDENT AL GORE, ON REPUBLICAN 
REGULATORY REFORM, AP 


“This is a turning point in American history, 
and I’ll be damned if I am going to let a 
bunch of supply-side extremists destroy our 
middle class to pay for tax cuts 
for the wealthy.” 

— Rep. DICK GEPHARDT, ON THE PROPOSED 
1996 GOP BUDGET AND “TRICKLE-DOWN TER- 
RORIST” NEWT GINGRICH, UPI 


“Youre a bunch of dictators, that’s all 
you are. I had to fight you guys 50 
years ago. 

— Rep. SAM GIBBONS (D, FL), COMPARING 
REPUBLICANS TO NAZIS, ON 
“CBS THIS MORNING” 


“This budget will mean dirtier water, 
more smog, more illness and a 
diminished quality of life.” 

— BILL CLINTON, ON THE 1996 GOP 
BUDGET, AP 


“The American people now are seeing 
the extreme, extreme nature of the 

Republican plans for this country, the 
extreme Republican budget, the extreme 
cuts in Medicare, the extreme cuts in 
Medicaid ... to pay for tax breaks 
for the wealthiest Americans.” 
— Rep. DICK GEPHARDT 

(D, MO), AP 


“T’'m not going to sign a 
budget that I know will 
put people out of nurs- 
ing homes or deprive 
people of the chance to go 
to college or children the 
chance to be in Head 
Start or compromise 
the environment.” 
— BILL CLINTON, 
ON THE 
GOP Bup- 
GET, AP 





“The G.O.P. Used to stand for ‘Grand Old 
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Party.’ Now it stands for “Get Old People. 
— REP. ED MARKEY, ON CNN’s 
“INSIDE POLITICS WEEKEND” 


“If you must drink and drive, try to do it 
when Phil Gramm is crossing the street.” 
— AFL-CIO NEWSLETTER, AP 


“CLINTON VOWS TO SAVE ENVIRONMENT 
FROM REPUBLICANS” 
— HEADLINE IN REUTERS NEWS STORY 


“Tt will do very little good to have a debt-free 
society ... if we do not provide a future for chil- 
dren because they are poorly fed, cannot read, 
cannot breath clean air or drink clean water.” 
— HILLARY CLINTON, CRITICIZING “DRASTIC 
CUTS” IN THE REPUBLICAN BUDGET, REUTERS 


“People will fall through the safety net in droves.” 


— BILL CLINTON, ON THE 
REPUBLICAN BUDGET, AP 


“T see [children] stranded on an island with 
their government sailing away ... The mes- 
sage is: If you're poor, youre dirt.” 

— Rep. PaT SCHROEDER (D, CO) 

IN NEA TODAY 


“We'll trash it.” 
— UNNAMED WHITE HOUSE 
OFFICIAL, BEFORE BOB DOLE RELEASED 
HIS TAX CUT PLAN, WHEN ASKED 
HOW DEMOCRATS WOULD 
RESPOND, QUOTED IN 
THE WASHINGTON POST 






“There's no such thing as opening 
the hearts of the Republican Party 
to the black community.” 

— REP. CHARLES RANGEL 
(D, NY), QUOTED IN THE NEW YORK 
Daity News 


























“He is a rare combination — a nice conserva- 
tive. These days, conservatives are supposed 
to be mean. They're supposed to be haters.” 

— BILL SCHNEIDER, POLITICAL ANALYST, ABOUT 

JACK KEMP, ON CNN 


“This two-headed monster of Dole-Gingrich has 
launched an all-out assault on decades of progress 
on behalf of working men and women.” 

— AL GORE, TO LABOR DELEGATES AT THE 
DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, QUOTED 
IN THE NEW YORK TIMES 


“Republicans are the real threat. They are the real 
threat to our women, they are the real threat to 
our children, they are the real threat to the clean 

water, the clean air, the rich landscape of 

America. They are the real threat to 
fairness, to equality, to an 

enlightened Supreme 

Court.” | 
— Mario 
CUOMO, 
AT THE 
DEMOCRATIC 
CONVENTION 


Friends, kind 
of puts “Bozo” 
into perspec- 

tive, doesnt it? 



































My conversation with 





Freshman Rep. Julius Caesar Watts of Oklahoma is one of the Republican 
Partys most passtonate and inspirational speakers, as those of you who 
watched the convention in San Diego will agree. Folks, if this doesn’t lift 
your spirits, nothing will: 


Rush: I’m thrilled and honored to finally be able to speak to you. 
Watts: Rush, likewise, my friend. You are a real American hero, a 
great American. 

Rush: No, please, youre the guy doing the work. I just get to sit here 
and talk about what you do. 

Watts: It is good to have somebody 
who will tell the other side of the sto- 
ry and get it out there unfiltered. So | 
catch you whenever I can. And let me 
say also, thank you for my tie. You 
guys sent me a tie about six months 
ago, and I’ve put it to good use. 
Rush: Terrific. Look, I know youre 
out on the campaign trail. You're tak- 
ing a temporary break from starving 
children and poisoning the air and 
water. What’s the constituents’ reac- 
tion to you now that the session’s over 
and you're back campaigning? And 
did you ever think when you went to 
Washington in 1995 that it was going 
to end up this way in ’96? 

Watts: I have gotten a great, great 
response. The first town meeting I 
had in April 95 was in the deep south- 
western part of Jackson County, Okla- 
homa, which is just a Democrat 
haven. We had come back after doing 
work on Medicare, welfare, the Con- 
tract With America. I went to the 
room in which my predecessor, Dem- 
ocrat Congressman Dave McCurdy, 
had held his town meetings for 10, 
12 years, and everyone figured it 
would be big enough. Well, we had to 
move the meeting to the auditorium, 
because it was standing room only. I 
told one of my staff people, “Man, we 
need to find us a back door. We're going to get mobbed in here. These 
people are upset.” Rush, we had a meeting for an hour and 15 min- 
utes; we answered questions. We left to a standing ovation. 

In spite of what my liberal opponent would say, the people in the 4th 
District of Oklahoma want a balanced budget, they want welfare reform. 
I had been talking about the issues in the Contract With America long 
before I went to Congress. People said, “Your opponent says you vote 
with Newt Gingrich 95 percent of the time.” I said, “No, youre wrong. 
Newt Gingrich votes with the 4th District of Oklahoma 95 percent of 
the time.” Our people are excited about what's going on in Washington. 
I've been very encouraged, because they say: “Keep it going.” And no, I 
never in my wildest dreams thought we would be getting the kind of 


RUSH: Some say the difference 
between a championship athlete 
and a non-championship athlete 

may not be talent at all; it may be 
knowing how to win. You know 
how to win. Everything you've 
done, you've won. What should 
the Republicans do to win? 





response we're getting, and the folks have been very gracious. 

Rush: So the Big Lie is not working back home. When you went to 
this meeting, were these people genuinely angry, and you had to cor- 
rect them and tell them the truth? Had they bought the stuff that had 
been said about you? 

Watts: No, they were not necessarily buying the stuff that was said. 
What they were saying was, “Why did it take you guys so long to start 
doing this?” Rush, how long have we been talking about a balanced 


budget and how long have we been talking about changing the wel- 
fare system? For the last 20 years. The 


last time we got a tax cut was under 
Ronald Reagan. The average family 
with two kids gives the government 
40 cents out of every dollar they make 
in some tax or government fee; they're 
working paycheck to paycheck, and 
the liberals have the audacity to say 
that these people don’t need tax 
breaks? They don’t need money to do 
what they need to do with it, rather 
than what Congressman Watts, or 
David Bonior, or anyone else in Con- 
gress “needs” to do with it? These 
people want their money. Rush, I 
believe taxes is the kicker issue for us. 
We need to be talking about taxes. 
Rush: Have you talked to Senator 
Dole about this? 

Watts: I’ve talked to some of his peo- 
ple. I’ve said: Guys, hammer home 
that 15 percent tax break. The 
American people want that. Dont pay 
any attention to what the national 
press is saying and don't pay any atten- 
tion to what Gephardt might say, 
complaining that we need to reduce 
the deficit before we cut taxes. They're 
just trying to defend the power base 
up there. We do need to cut taxes. 
Rush: J. C., let me ask you a little bit 
about your life. You were a quarter- 
back in the Wishbone Offense at 
: ; . Oklahoma. You played under Barry 
Switzer. You re an ordained minister. You were elected in a majority 
white district. You've had to face quite a few obstacles. I know your life 
has been oe of hard work. Youve had a lot of people, as we all have, 
tell yous Youre not ood enough. You can’t do that. A lot of people 
have mischaracterized you. I think you freshmen in the 104th 
Congress Ps the most lied about, the biggest victims of character assas- 
sination 2 can recall in my life looking at politics. And I’m won- 
dering two things: How your life before Congress prepared you for it; 
ang oe we managed to deal with it, to overcome it. 

i a. down in Eufaula, Oklahoma, under a set of parents 
who bellev ‘I at hard work was important. My father would not let 
me sleeps tH noon every day. He thought that if there was work to 
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do, or if there wasn’t work to be done, you're going to be up. He 
thought that faith was important, and he thought education was 
important. He taught that the only helping hand youre ever going to 
really be able to rely on, is the one at the end of your sleeve. Your faith 
in God, and the hand at the end of your sleeve, that’s what you count 
on. He never relied on trying to be a genius. He spent two days in the 
7th grade; that’s the extent of his education. But he said, “You've got to 
get an education. You've got to work hard. You've got to understand 
sacrifice and commitment. You can’t spend out more money than 
you're taking in.” Rush, I didn’t know if that was conservative or 
liberal. I just knew that’s what my parents believed. That's what they 
instilled in me. 

So when I became a Republican in 1989 people said, “Well, old 
Watts changed his views. He’s become a Republican, and he's changed 
his way of thinking.” But Rush, when I was a Democrat, I felt the 
same way. When I was a Democrat, I was pro-life. When I was a 
Democrat, I was opposed to homosexuality. None of that stuff 
has changed since I’ve become a 
Republican. So, all of a sudden: 
“Watts is an opportunist,” and: “He 
said he left the Democrats because 
they wouldn't help black folks, but 
as it turned out it’s because they 
wouldn't help him.” Rush, I’ve never 
asked the Democrat party to do any- 
thing for me. I can just look at my 
uncle and look at my father who have 
been very loyal to the Democrat party, 
and they’ve abused them, they've used 
them, they've never done anything. 
They talk a good game. But they 
never do anything. 

So weve had some battles to fight, 
and it just baffles them. Jesse Jackson 
says that my scholarship to the 
University of Oklahoma was affirma- 
tive action. My scholarship to the 
University of Oklahoma was not affir- 
mative action. Barry Switzer, | guaran- 
tee you, if he could have found a white 
euy or a red guy or a yellow guy to run 
the Wishbone the way I did, they 
would have been the starting quarter- 
back. It was on merit, had nothing to 
do with the color of my skin. 

This is just the old liberal rhetoric. 
They just can't handle it if a black per- 
son is independent. They think you 
should believe like the group. As long 
as youre part of the group identity, 
youre okay. But when you step out to 
say, “I’m going to be an individual, I’m going to succeed based on my 
individual efforts, not the group efforts,” they think there’s something 
wrong with that, that you're strange, that you're a sellout. I think the 
sellouts are those who have made a deal with the liberals to say, “Hey, 
you give me money, you take care of me, and I'll deliver the black vote 
for you.” Those are the people who are the sellouts. 

Rush: J. C., youre a very young guy. Why did you decide to run for 
office at this time in your life? 

Watts: I was a youth minister. I retired from professional football in 
1986. At the end of ’86 season, I just knew that was my last game. I 
came home on December 7, 1986 and told my wife: “I believe the Lord’s 
allowed me to play my last football game. J don’t think I'll ever play foot- 
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ball again.” She thought I was nuts for about two weeks, because she 
thought, “I just dont think Julius is going to get out of football, because 
it's been too much a part of his life.” But I knew it was time for me to 
move on. I became a youth minister in January 1987 and did that 
through December 1994, before resigning to come to Congress. 

My uncle was the state president of the NAACP for 16 years. My father 
ran for county sheriff and chief of police as a Democrat in my home 
town. He was a very well respected man, very well respected, had done 
a wonderful job on the police force. Yet with six candidates, he finished 
fifth. Finished fifth out of six. And so, I thought that I would probably 
get involved in politics some day — never knew it would be at this 
level. But I did feel I wanted to spend some time in public service. 

In 1980, as a journalism student, I was dispatched to the student 
union to listen to a debate between the Democrat and Republican can- 
didates running for Senate. When I left that debate to go back to the 
newsroom to write my story, Rush, I was totally confused. Because I 
thought I was a yellow dog Democrat — I thought that being a Dem- 
ocrat was my birthright. But I agreed 
with that Republican a whole lot 
more than I did the Democrat. That 
confused me, because I thought if 
youre black, you've got to be a Dem- 
ocrat. I wrote the story, and eventually 
I supported the Republican candidate. 
He raised my consciousness about a 
lot of things, about what Repub- 
licanism stood for and what being 
conservative meant to him. 

It took me a while, but finally 
in 1989, my registration matched 
my convictions. In 1990 I ran for 
State Corporation Commissioner, a 
statewide office, as a Republican. 
People thought that was kind of 
crazy. They said, “Hey, J. C., why in 
the world are you running as a 
Republican? It doesn’t make sense. 
Don’t you know that 99 percent of 
the black people in Oklahoma are 
Democrats? And Democrats out- 
number Republicans 2.5 to 1 — 
why in the world are you running as 
a Republican? It’s not convenient.” 
That's the same thing they had said 
when I changed my registration: 
“Why are you changing your regis- 
tration? It’s not convenient.” I said, 
I’m not doing it out of convenience. 
I’m doing it out of conviction. I 
don’ care if no other person changes 
their registration, if no other black 
person changes their registration, this is where I need to be for myself 
and my family, to protect my income and to protect my small business 
and protect my kids. I don't believe that anything goes. 

Rush: So you didn’t want to leave it up to anybody else. 

Watts: That's right. I said: This is my decision, and if I buy my bed, 
I'll sleep in it. If I'm hated for it, fine, but this is where I’m going. Rush, 
it's interesting how the liberals, the Democrat leadership, always claim 
to do things in the name of helping the little fellow. And it’s interesting 
how the little fellow always gets hammered when it’s all said and done. 
Rush: Yeah. But the little guy keeps going back for more hammering. | 
don’t understand it. 

Watts: Because in the poor communities, in the minority communi- 











ties, if you can keep people in that victims’ mode, or if you can keep 
them in the group identity, you can control them. And that’s the objec- 
tive. It’s control. It’s power at the top. You know, Democrats operate 
totally different than Republicans. Republicans operate from the bot- 
tom up. I’ve never felt like in the Republican party that endorsements 
were as important as they were in the Democrat party, because rank- 
and-file Republicans don't like for their leadership to try to tell them 
who they should vote for or how they should vote on something, or 
what they should they think. Democrats operate from the top down. 
They tell the constituents, everybody in the grass roots: “Okay. This is 
what youre going to do. This is how we're going to do it. This is how 
much of your money we're going to take.” It’s totally different. 
Rush: J. C., I have gotten to know people who have been champions, 
and many of them have said that the difference between a champi- 
onship athlete and a nonchampionship athlete may not be talent at 
all. It may be just knowing how to win. You know how to win. Every- 
thing you've done, you've won. What 
should the Republicans do partywide 
and nationwide to win and overcome 
all this? 
Watts: Rush, did you see the movie 
“Karate Kid”? 
Rush: Yeah. I did. 
Watts: Newt asked me to give a speech 
on teamwork back during orientation 
for the 104th Congress. And I used an 
illustration from “Karate Kid,” when 
Daniel-san was being beaten to smith- 
ereens. He told Mr. Miyagi: “Man, 
they're going to kill me, they're beating 
me to death!” Mr. Miyagi got down 
there on the mat, and he said: “Daniel- 
san: You must stay focused.” 
Rush: I remember that. “Stay focus! 
Stay focus!” 
Watts: You must stay focused. Well, 
we need to stay focused. Rush, during 
the primaries, you had seven or eight 
different candidates out there, and 
everybody was talking about different 
things. I say, Focus on the Contract 
items! Those are the things that matter. 
When we came in, the 104th Congress, 
there was no voter out there who could 
say: We don't have any idea what these Republican guys are going to do. 
Rush: Absolutely. 
Watts: We said: You give us the majority, and we will promise you that 
we'll bring up a balanced budget amendment, we'll vote on term limits 
— all the Contract items. 
Rush: So J. C., why is everybody ignoring it now? 
Watts: [ dont run from it. I don’t say this to be Mr. It, or Mr. So 
Much, but all the pollsters around Washington would say: J. C. Watts 
does a great job staying on message, and they tell my staff: We wish 
everybody would stay on message the way J. C. Watts does. Rush, it 
wasnt a matter of “staying on message”; that’s who I am. I did it 
because this is what I voted for. This is what I stand for. I will go and 
defend it. And I'll win on it, or I'll lose on it. But I talk about the 
Contract items. That’s what I know how to talk about. That’s the pulse 
of the American people. 

I go to Wal-Mart. I go to Target. I go shop for groceries. I haven't 
dodged anybody over the last 20 months. I’ve done over 100 different 
forums in my district, town meetings, chamber meetings, and so on. 


And what do I talk about? The importance of balancing the budget. 
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Welfare reform. All the things we talked about in the Contract With 
America. You think unfunded mandates isn’t important? Go talk to 
the city council members in these different cities. Talk to the mayor. 
It’s killing them. Those mandates that come down from Washington 
that they don't send the money for. So I think we need to stay focused 
on those issues. 

Someone once asked Bill Cosby, “Bill, what’s your key to success?” 
He said, “I don’t know what the key to success is; but the key to failure 
is trying to please everybody.” You're never going to please the liberals. 
They're supposed to be against what we're doing. They disagree with us 
philosophically. Let’s let that 75, 80 percent of those out there in the 
middle, let’s let them decide — and I’m willing to run on those 
Contract items, and I'll await the results in peace on November 5th. If 
I lose, God will grow me somewhere. He doesn’t have to have me 
planted in Washington, D.C. for me to be effective. 

Rush: Your morale’s obviously up. What’s the morale of the 
rest of your freshmen class? 

Watts: I’ve gone out and helped some 
of my freshmen colleagues, Randy Tate 
in Washington. I’m going out to help 
Andrea Seastrand in California some- 
time in the next few days. Got a call 
from George Nethercutt — we're going 
to try to get out to help him. Rush, the 
Democrats are just lying, they're being 
shameless in what they're doing to some 
of our freshmen class. All this stuff on 
Medicare and school loans and the 
environment. But our freshmen seem 
upbeat. We're trying to get them some 
resources to fight the lies of the labor 
unions and the lies of the Sierra Club. 
But I talk to them quite often, and | 
think everybody’s in pretty good spirits. 
They understand that this election, what 
were doing, is bigger than any one 
Congressperson. It’s bigger than J. C. 
Watts or Rush Limbaugh or Newt 
Gingrich. What we're doing is much 
bigger than any one person or any one 
of the 73 members of the freshmen class 
or the 104th Congress, and I really 
think that people are going to reward us 
with the majority. 

Rush: With your big speech at the Republican National Convention, 
you were the one who electrified people. I think I was most uplifted by 
your speech for a whole host of reasons, not the least of which was the 
content and the energy that you brought to that speech. Now obvious- 
ly, because you did that speech, youre close to Dole, close enough that 
he would ask you to do this. Can you tell me — Does Bob Dole know 
why he wants to be President? 

Watts: Bob Dole knows that. Rush, is your father still living? 

Rush: He died three years ago. 

Watts: How old was your father when he passed away? 

Rush: 72. 

Watts: 72. My dad today is 73. Same age as Bob Dole. Rush, think 
about your father’s generation. That generation was horrible in talking 
about themselves. They didn’t believe in that. They just believed in 
doing it, taking care of your family, going to serve your country if you 
were called to do so. You don't ask any questions. You go to honor the 
family name and honor your country. And you don’t brag about it. You 
just do it. That was not an emotional generation. The first time I saw 
my father cry, Rush, I was flat-out baffled. And he went to the 
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bedroom so the family and so his wife and kids couldn't see him cry. 
That’s that generation. They are just about getting the job done. 

Rush: | understand and agree with you on that. But my question is 
not a criticism of Senator Dole. Obviously he has things he wants to 
do as President. 

Watts: I think he wants to bring those values and those principles of 
his generation back to Washington to build that bridge to the 21st cen- 
tury. As a matter of fact, Rush, I believe it’s that generation, those val- 


_ ues and those principles that we need to lead us into the 21st century. 


Do we want Bill Clinton and Dick Gephardt and Ted Kennedy — 
who believe in more taxes and same-sex marriages and killing babies in 
the ninth month of a lady’s pregnancy — do we want that bunch to 
take us to the 21st century: 

Rush: | agree with you. But as an American, does it bother you that it 
seems so many Americans say “yes” to your questions: “Yeah, we want 
Ted Kennedy running things. Yeah, we want ninth-month abortions. 
Yeah, we want Dick Gephardt and Tom 
Daschle to spend us into oblivion. Yeah, 
we want that.” 

Watts: Rush, maybe I’m naive about 
America, and I’m just out in left field 
in my love for this country, but there’s 
something in me that allows me to 
have a greater faith in America, than to 
believe that on November 5th they're 
going to say: “Yes. We want more years 
of more taxes and Bill Clinton.” Again, 
I think we will play a role in that. | 
think Senator Dole will play a role in 
that. He’s got his work to do over the 
next few weeks, and so do the mem- 
bers of Congress. But I just believe 
there’s something going on out there 
that I can’t put my finger on. I believe 
the American people are going to be 
surprising. They're going to surprise a 
lot of people in Washington and in the 
Beltway as to what they do on 
November 5th. Maybe I’m just the 
eternal optimist. But I just really 
believe that people are not going to 
disappoint us on November 5th. 
Rush: J. C., you are really amazing. 
I’m hitting you with questions here 
that reflect my own frustration ... because I, like you, don’t believe 
that people who support Clinton actually want higher taxes or want 
more spending from Daschle and Gephardt. I think there are reasons 
that go beyond the specifics of issues to explain that support. But 
despite all that, listen to your optimism here. Listen to your innate 
faith. You know — you sound like Ronald Reagan to me. And there 
certainly is a crying need for more of that in this country. It’s tough to 
stay up. It’s tough to stay optimistic. But youre not acting. You actual- 
ly legitimately feel it in your heart. 

Watts: Rush, I’m the kind of guy who would go after Moby Dick in a 
rowboat and take the tartare sauce with me. That’s just my nature. If I 
ran a 4.6.40, I would believe somehow I can run a 4.58. And if I ran a 
4.58, somehow I could get down to a 4.56. 

I always believe that America should strive to do better. Rush, we are 
the greatest. We are the best. People kill to get in this country; they 
dont kill to get out of it. We should be proud of that. And when I 
think about what this Administration stands for and what Dick 
Gephardt and the Democrat leadership stands for, I just believe that 
the American people will say: No. I want the good old days. I want the 





days that my kids could play in the neighborhood and didn’t have to 
worry about drive-by shootings. I want the days when my kids could 
go to school and not have to go through a metal detector, not have to 
worry about their lives every day. 

Rush: And a six-year-old could kiss a six-year-old and not be accused 
of sexual harassment. 

Watts: That's right! It’s gotten crazy. It’s flat-out crazy. You know, 
Rush, I’m a happy person. 

Rush: [ can tell. 

Watts: Now, that just ticks off many liberals. That doesn’t make Jesse 
Jackson happy. I’m a happy person. I’m living, I’m breathing. I’m talk- 
ing to you. Every day I get up, man, and I thank God. I say, I need to 
go out and live life to its fullest. And I live like that. Whether Bill 
Clinton's the President or not, I’m still going to be a happy person. I’m 
still going to fight for the things that I believe that the majority of this 
country believes in. But I don’t think that people are going to give this 
guy another four years. 

Now, November 5, you might call me 
and say: J. C., you're nuts. Well, I have 
seen more in my lifetime than a little 
country boy from Eufaula, Oklahoma 
ever thought in his wildest dreams hed 
ever see. Rush, up until I was a sopho- 
more in high school, I thought I'd prob- 
ably go to the Air Force and make a 
career and be a military person. With the 
example of my father having three jobs 
and going to work every day, I knew I 
was supposed to work, that was the 
American way of life, that you get out 
and you get your good job and you 
work, and you give a man an honest 
day’s work for an honest day’s pay. But 
then Lucius Selmon went to the Univer- 
sity of Oklahoma and made it big there. 
I remember the first time I saw him on 
national Tv — I could not believe that 
someone I knew, who had been in my 
home, who I had touched, was on 
national Tv. That opened my eyes. That 
was the game of the decade back in 
1971, with Nebraska. 

Rush: Was he LeRoy’s older brother? 
Watts: That's right. And so, Rush, I 
have seen more and done more in my life than I could ever have 
dreamed. If God called me home tomorrow, I would have no reason to 
say: Lord, let me have just 24 more hours, so I could see just a little bit 
more. | really could not say that. I’m happy. I’m serving in Congress, 
walking the halls that men like Abraham Lincoln have walked. And I 
often say: Man, I wish my buddies in Eufaula from the old neighbor- 
hood could be here with me. I’d like to show them around the Capitol 
and tell them about this and tell them about that. I’ve got a wonderful 
wife. I’ve got healthy children who love their dad. I’ve got a God who 
loves me. Rush, I just have no complaints. 

Rush: J. C., why aren't you out on the campaign trail with Bob Dole? 
You should be writing his speeches. You should be up there side by side 
with him. Have they asked you to campaign with him? 

Watts: Well, I’m doing some surrogate stuff for him. 

Rush: There's still time, J. C., get out there. Fly to wherever he is. Go 
do some debates. 

Watts: Oh, I’d love to. I would love to go head to head with Gephardt 
or Daschle or any of those guys. While at home, I’ve been asked ten 
times, if I’ve been asked once: “J. C., what’s the most surprising thing 





youve experienced in Washington?” I say: Just how shameless people 
are in distorting the truth and blatantly lying about what’s going on in 
Washington. The reason I do these type interviews is because we can 
elaborate. You can’t put this in a 30-second sound bite. I love the 
debate format. But you know, even in debating, it’s interesting what 
the Democrat leadership and the liberals do. If they can’t beat you, if 
they're losing on the issues, they do one of two things. They either call 
you a bigot or a racist. Or they sue you. That's their style. They can't 
win on issues. 

Rush: I’m mesmerized here. I’m fascinated. I’m taking notes here for 
my next show. 

Watts: When I was a sophomore in high school and they moved me 
to quarterback, my coach was putting me through this drill to teach 
me how to call my own plays. We watched a whole lot of film. We 
were watching this one offensive team work, and after about 3 or 4 
minutes, the team ran a whole bunch of gadget plays. He stopped the 
film. He said, “Watts, let me tell you something. When you see a 
team running that many gadget plays, 
when they’re doing those deceptive 
things, you rest assured, they're trying to 
cover up for a weakness.” It’s the same in 
politics. When you see the Democrats 
distorting things the way they are and 
running all the deceptive ads and faking 
right but running left, they’re trying to 
cover up for a weakness. What is the 
weakness? They dont have a plan. They've 
been in charge for 40 years. 

Rush: They stand for nothing. 

Watts: All they know how to do is tax 
and spend, tax and spend. 

Rush: And scare. 

Watts: They are not creative. They can 
kick us in the teeth for having a solution, 
and they can disagree with our solution. 
But they never come up with anything. 
And even the solutions they have come up 
with, it’s all been an off-take of what we've 
already proposed. Like Bill Clinton. He 
vetoed the $500 per child tax credit. But 
he put it in the Democrat platform. It’s just amazing. 

Rush: Well, there’s more than that. He wouldn't be able to recite 
any successes were it not for you guys in the 104th Congress. 
Watts: You bet. In a sense, you know what? Back on November 20, 
1995, when the President and the Congress signed the legislation say- 
ing that “we shall balance the budget by the end of the first year of the 
104th Congress,” in an indirect way, Rush, we defined that guy. We 
gave him something to be against when we said we're going to save 
Medicare; when we said we're going to put some commonsense policy 
in place in the area of the environment; when we said we're going to 
change the way we do college loans, give them back to the private sec- 
tor the way it has been for many, many years. We defined this guy. All 
of a sudden, Bill Clinton says — or, Dick Morris tells him: “Hey, Bill, 
be against that. And then let’s make it look like we're defending the 
college students, and we're defending the senior citizens, and we're 
defending the poor people.” This guy had no idea where he stood on 
anything until he lucked out and we gave the guy some definition by 
offering some proposals that were going to save the nation. And he 
said: “I’m going to make it look ‘extremist’ and I’m going to make it 
look ‘mean-spirited,’ and I’m going to make it look as if these guys are 
against the little fellow, that they're for the wealthy.” 

Rush: And you don't think, when all’s said and done on November 
dth, that that’s going to be successful? You don’t think that the majori- 
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ty of voting Americans are going to buy Bill Clinton's rap? 

Watts: Rush, no, I don’t. In the ball game right now with Dole- 
Clinton, I think we’re somewhere from 7 to 10 points down. I’m 
reminded of what Christine Todd Whitman did, what Pete Wilson did. 
The polls said Pete Wilson was going to lose both of his 
gubernatorial races. He won both of them. And don’t forget Tom 
Campbell. On the day he was sworn in, ‘Tom Campbell went before the 
House and said: “Two days before the election, people were saying it’s a 
dead heat, and some polls even had me down by 7 points.” Rush, he won 
by 23 points. And there’s 89 more Republican-leaning districts out there. 
Rush: That’ right, and Woody Jenkins, who had been completely writ- 
ten off, just won down in Louisiana. And there's Michigan's Gov. Engler. 
Watts: Right — two days before the election, John Engler’s down 
like 16 points. 

Rush: 19. 

Watts: Okay, 19! Now you can’t say that’s necessarily going to hap- 
pen in this presidential election. However, there is something out 
there, Rush, that I think the talking heads 
and the experts are totally ignoring and 
totally missing. ’m in a district that’s 68 
percent Democrat. 

Rush: What do your polls look like? 
Watts: We're up 37 points. 

Rush: Youre up 37! 

Watts: 37 points. We did some polling as of 
three weeks ago. And get this, Rush. The end 
of May we were up 23 points. 

Rush: So the more kids you starved and 
the dirtier you made the water, your poll 
numbers have gone up. 

Watts: Rush, in June, July, and August, 
man, the press and my opponent hammered 
me. For three months. We went up 9 points, 
and he lost 5 points. This is after the liberal 
press just crucified me, after the Democrats 
lied and distorted and the Sierra Club did 
commercials and talked about me and the 
water. We gained. 

Rush: So, you think youre going to win. 
Watts: Oh, yeah, we feel like we're going 
to win. I don’t think the 37 points are going to hold up. But I do think 
we're going to win. 

Rush: Let me tell you something. This has been uplifting, and I’m 
being totally candid with you here, because I must tell you, the past 
couple of weeks, I get calls from people who are bent out of shape. 
They're fed up. They're dispirited. They're frustrated at a lot of things. 
They're our people, J. C., and you have to really fight every day to keep 
them up, to stay up. And talking to you has been the biggest boost I 
have had, myself, in two weeks. 

Watts: Well, you're gracious. 

Rush: | thank you for it. And I tell you what — you talk about going 
into the Air Force. ’'m convinced that whatever you had chosen to do, 
youd be among the best at it. But this country is, frankly, fortunate 
you chose to go into public service, and we need more like you. I want 
to come to Washington when you're sworn in as Speaker. 

Watts: [laughter] I’m honored to serve. I can’t say I'd want to do this 
the rest of my life. But I sure have enjoyed the last two years. And I have 
been honored that the people in the 4th district of Oklahoma would 
allow me to be a part of a national debate on the issues we've talked 
about. Rush, I will be bold and predict this: If we get our Republicans 
to turn out, we will win. Bob Dole will win, if we can get out our vote. 
Rush: Well, we're going to concentrate on getting the vote out, because 
youre absolutely right about that, as you have been about everything. i 
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McTHIEF 


The dumbing down of America contin- 
ues; proof can be found even among crimi- 
nals. I cite a case pending in Michigan, 
where an arrest warrant has been issued for 
a miscreant dubbed “the Hamburglar,” 
after a fictional character in a McDonald’s 





HE STOPPED DATING 

In its ongoing work in the area of 
“Sex and the Single Girl,” the Clinton 
Administration has taken credit for a 
decline in America’s out-of-wedlock birth 
rate. I kid you not. New stats from the 
Centers for Disease Control supposedly 
show that for the first time in 19 years, the 
illegitimacy rate declined slightly. The 
Administration says this is all because Bill 
Clinton cracked down on deadbeat dads, 
and signed an executive order requiring 
young mothers to stay in school or lose 
welfare. When White House spokesman 
Mike McCurry trotted out this line, even a 
few members of the press were skeptical. 
One reporter noted that it was “unusual” 
for this CDC report to come out so quickly 


ad. Authorities say the real-life Ham- 
burglar is a 31-year-old Lansing man, who, 
while he was a McDonald’s janitor, was 
responsible for a one-man crime wave. 
They charge that the guy went on a super- 
sized stealing spree. After another employ- 
ee noticed mysterious 
losses, the cops raided 
the janitor’ home ... 
where they found 
$14,000 worth of 
stolen hamburger pat- 
ties and cookies, among 
other things. Including 
bacon, McDonald’s 
uniforms, high chairs, 
and even the restau- 
rant’s lawn mower. Did 
this guy not think this 
stuff was going to be 
missed? “About the 
only thing we didn’t 
find in his house were 
the Golden Arches,” 
said Sheriff Gene 
Wriggelsworth. “Now 
he’s going to go to the 
McJail.” A fitting place 
for this MclIdiot. 


. especially since last year’s numbers were 
just released in June. The reporter asked: 
“Is this politically connected?” What was 
his first clue?! But amazingly, McCurry 
admitted as much, saying “we are obviously 
in the middle of a campaign season” ... so 
he didn’t think releasing favorable statistics 
“should surprise anyone.” Sadly, I don't 
think it does surprise anyone. Now, don't 
get me wrong. I fervently hope this report 
is true. But Bill Clinton taking credit for 
stopping people from having sex out of 
wedlock? Heck, he couldn't even stop Dick 
Morris. Some might say he can’t even stop 
Bill Clinton. We've heard a lot from the 
Clinton campaign about bridges ... but this 
may be a bridge too far. 
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OVERACHIEVERS 

A quiet revolution has been 
going on at the Science Skills 
Center in Brooklyn, a three- 
year-old public high school. 
Students, many of them 
minority kids from the city’s 
poorest and toughest neigh- 
borhoods, are being pushed to 
achieve ... in fact, to over- 
achieve. As a result, kids get 
the kind of test scores you'd 
expect at private prep schools. 
Though Science Skills students 
come from the city’s open lot- 
tery system, a// of them are 
passing. The attendance rate 
is 94 percent. No one has 
dropped out. And guess what: 
the kids say they’re relieved 
they don't have to hide the fact 
that they’re smart! Principal 
and founder Michael Johnson 
stresses a back-to-basics ap- 
proach — demanding mastery 
of English, math, and science. 
No fluff courses. He won't 
tolerate poor behavior, and 
believes in expulsion for those 
who would disrupt the educa- 
tion of their classmates. While 
liberal educators insist students 
shouldn't be compared to each 
other, Johnson says employers 
are making decisions based on 
those comparisons so it’s his 
job to make sure his students 
are competitive. Naturally, 
many in the education estab- 
lishment are peeved. One crit- 
ic scoffs that school reform 
isnt “just pressing kids to pass 
exams.” Well, if you ask me, 
it's a damn good start. 


GRADING NATURE 

Fulfilling his mission as 
Watchdog of the Planet, Vice 
President Algore has come 
up with a new proposal. By 


continued on page 12 








DEATH AND TAXES 


Now even the Grim Reaper can’t save dollars — per grave, per year — for eterni- 
you from liberals, ever-hungry for new rev- ty. Colma isn’t your typical suburb. The 
enue to spend. In Colma, California, a town is about two square miles total, and 
suburb of San Francisco, there’s a proposal cemeteries occupy almost three quarters of 
afoot to tax ... the dead. If proponents get it. The dead outnumber the living by a 
their way, grave sites will be levied $5 ratio of roughly 1000-to-1, including such 
notables as Wyatt Earp, Levi 
Strauss, and William Ran- 
dolph Hearst. And they, 
apparently, haven't paid their 
fair share. Advocates claim 
only cemetery owners would 
have to shoulder the $5 dol- 
lar-per-grave tax; but of 
course in reality, it would 
inevitably be passed on ... to 
those who have passed on, or 
to their next of kin. Steve 
Doukas, a cemetery manag- 
er, promises legal action if 
the tax is passed, calling the 
idea of taxing the dead “a 
sacrilege.” Mr. Doukas, you 
apparently dont know who 
youre dealing with. For lib- 
erals, when it comes to taxes 
... nothing is sacred. 





CON CALLERS 

‘Imagine if a convicted murderer or rapist — a total stranger — called you from jail, 
because he’s in the mood to chat. It happened in Illinois. Inmates were dialing numbers at 
random, reaching hapless citizens on the outside. After hundreds of complaints, the Illinois 
Department of Corrections required inmates to make a list of people they wanted to call, and 
then limited their calls to those numbers. The new telephone rules upset the inmates. At a 
maximum-security facility in Pontiac, three dozen of them rioted. They smashed toilets and 
cell walls until the riot was put down by mace. 

Civil libertarians warn that as states institute “harsh” rules like this, inmates will have 
no recourse except to turn to violence. You see, we mustn't anger the prisoners. Whatever 
you do, don't make them mad! We must be compassionate. All right ... let’s be compas- 
sionate. The state should give every murderer, rapist and nogoodnik the phone number 
of a civil libertarian to call at all hours of the night. See just how long the compassion 
would last then. 





SOMETHING TO CROW ABOUT 

Recording artist Sheryl Crow is in the logue, and not to minors. Understandably, 
thick of it with Wal-Mart Stores because of Wal-Mart is ticked. Especially since they're 
lyrics that offended the retailer. Last year responsible for selling about a tenth of the 6 
Crow had a huge hit, “All I Wanna Do.” On million albums that launched Sheryl Crow’s 
her follow-up album is a song titled “Love is career. Executives at Crow’s record company 
a Good Thing,” with these lyrics: “Watch claim Wal-Mart is engaging in “censorship” 
Out sister, watch out brother. Watch our’... which is absolute nonsense. Stores don’t 
children as they kill each other with a gun censor; they rhake business decisions. Such 
they bought at the Wal-Mart discount as not to bend over and grab the ankles in 
stores.” When executives of Wal-Mart order to sell a record linking them with mur- 
caught wind of those lyrics, they chose not der. Hey Sheryl, if you want to hawk your 
to stock the album. For the record, Wal- new album at Wal-Mart, you might want to 
Mart does sell guns ... but only by cata- consider eating some crow. Lots of it! 
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continued from page 11 


2001, Algore wants to bring 
scientists and private interest 
groups together with federal 
agencies to evaluate environ- 
mental laws ... and issue a 
“report card.” All our ecosys- 
tems, including forests, wet- 
lands, and fisheries would be 
graded. Don’t forget the 
mindset Algore brings to this 
venture. In his book, Earth in 
the Lurch, he asserts that the 
single greatest threat to the 
planet is the internal combus- 
tion engine. You tooling 
around in your car. So who 
would pick the scientists, the 
environmental wacko groups, 
and government agencies to 
assess the environment for this 
report card? I guess Algore 
would. So by the year 2001, 
your backyard might be con- 
sidered a wetland in need of 
his protection. (But I bet this 
group wouldn't go after real 
threats to the environment, 
like the destruction of inno- 
cent trees and shrubs cut 
down and tossed over the edge 
of the Grand Canyon to pro- 
vide the President with good 
photo-op. That happened 
when he signed the Utah land 
grab in September.) So I'll 
issue my own report card. 
This idea gets a “D” for Don’t 
buy it. And for effort — I'll 
give itan FE That's for Fraud. 


MorAL DEFICIT 

While celebrating the enact- 
ment of the minimum-wage 
increase, Labor Secrerary 
Robert B. Reichhh issued a 
sermon on ... morals. He said 
this country has a “moral 
obligation” to keep anyone 
who works hard “clothed, fed, 
and sheltered.” And their 
immediate families. Fine. Let’s 
talk about morality and work- 
ing hard. On the same day, 
Jack Kemp was approached by 
a guy named Ted Martinez, 
president of MCT Industries, a 
small business in New 
Mexico. Martinez gave Kemp 
a copy of his tax bill — which 
showed that the federal gov- 


ernment collected more than a 





third of the company’s $4 mil- 
lion earnings last year. 

Martinez does not have the 
freedom to use the money his 
company earned to hire more 
“people who are working hard, 
playing by the rules, and not 
earning enough to simply live 
on.” Instead, that money was 
confiscated by Washington. In 
return, his labor costs have just 
gone up, if he employs mini- 
mum wage workers. 

Yet liberals like Robert 
Reichhh and Bill Clinton ... see 
no morals, speak no morals, 
and hear no morals when it 
comes to guys like Martinez. 
When it comes to the moral 
obligation of a government not 
to overtax its citizens, these guys 
have a massive moral deficit. 


THE VILLAGE KNOws BEST 

Are you ready for a shock- 
ing idea? There’s a proposal 
afoot to add language to the 
Colorado Constitution ... to 
protect the “inalienable right” 
of parents to “direct and con- 
trol the upbringing, educa- 
tion, values, and discipline of 
their children.” 

Stunning, isn’t it? The idea 
that parents’ rights would 
become law has liberals near 
hysteria. The ACLU and teach- 
ers unions are among those 
losing their cookies. They 
say that if these parental rights 
become law, government agen- 
cies will be hampered from 
doing their jobs. Teachers 
unions are worried that school 
board decisions may be stalled 
— or even overturned by par- 
ents who dispute them. They 
are also concerned that parents 
will have more say when it 
comes to hiring and firing 
teachers, selecting teaching 
materials, and might questions 
teaching methods. And we 
can't have that! That’s what 
“the village” is for — the vil- 
lage of government bureau- 
crats, union leaders, and liberal 
do-gooders. If any of you par- 
ents object, you are ignorant 
know-nothings. How could 
you possibly know what's best 
for your kids? 
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DRUG HisTORY 

The FDA recently put its war against to- 
bacco on the back burner ... in order to give 
approval to the so-called “French Abortion 
Pill,” RU-486. So I went back to the archives, 
February 1993, and dug out the real history 
of this drug. RU-486 is not a French discovery, 
as stated in current news stories. It was devel- 
oped by a German drug firm, for the express 
purpose of saving the lives of cancer victims. 
But they discovered that RU-486 had a terrible 
side effect: it caused 96 percent of pregnant 
women who took the drug to miscarry. 

For moral reasons, the German drug firm 
wanted no part of bringing it to the market. 
They feared that Nazi-era memories would 
be stirred if it was used for abortions. But the 
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TAKEN FOR A RIDE 


French government applied official pressure 
on their French subsidiary, which then mar- 
keted RU-486 as an abortion pill. Two days 
into his Presidency, Bill Clinton ordered 
Donna Shalala to find a way to get the pill to 
America. As a result, a nonprofit group was 
formed to sponsor RU-486 for the FDA’s 
approval — a step necessary because no 
American drug company wanted any part of 
it. Even now, no American company has 
plans to market it. Perhaps they, too, would 
rather put morals in front of profits. Now 
that you know the real history ... ask yourself 
a question about RU-486. R-U for it ... being 
marketed here ... with no qualms about end- 


g a life by popping a pill? 


: 
in 





President Clinton wants be your Bridge to the 21st Century ... only he doesn’t tell you 
how much the toll is going to cost. And it’s going to cost you plenty. Here’s proof. Henry 
Cisneros, HUD Secretary, has announced a $17-million welfare initiative called “Bridges to 
Work.” The Administration wants to put it in place in five cities — for starters. Then expand 


it to 100 cities in the next two years .. 


. at a total cost of $75 million. Bridges to Work — 


and youre not going to believe this — is a plan to provide chauffeur service (my term) for 
welfare recipients, so they can get to jobs in the suburbs. That's right. The federal govern- 
ment, using your tax dollars, is planning to arrange transportation so welfare recipients can 
get to and from work in the suburbs. Think about that as you get up in the wee hours for 
your commute. You've managed somehow (and I know it’s difficult) to get to your job with- 
out the government. But welfare recipients can’t be expected to do that; they need federal 
help. What’s next — a government-issued alarm clock? A toothbrush? Government-issued 
clothes, so they can come to work well groomed? Remember the new motto of the Clinton 
Administration: “The Era of Big Government Is ... Overdue.” 


BUMS UNITE 
Last month, tramps from around the 
world gathered for a “summit” in the 
Argentine town of Mar Del Plata. It was 
an international conference for those 
rebelling against the work 
ethic. In other words, 
bums. The summit orga- 
nizer and founder of the 
Free Tramps’ Movement 
is a 57-year-old jazz 
musician named 
Pedro Ribeira, 
who summoned 
hobos to dis- 
cuss important 
issues of the 
day az. like 
“the liberation 
of man from © 
materialism” 
and “cheap eating 
on the road.” The group 
issued a manifesto: “The 
tramp shows total soli- 
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darity, shares his food, his knowledge, 
education and goods, and donates his 
blood and organs selflessly.” Inspiring, isn’t 
it? Delegates from countries as far away as 
Greece showed up ... to “recapture 
the spirit of the tramp.” 
At first Mar del 
Plata feared it would 
“™ be deluged by 
hairy hobos. 
But apparently 
remembering 
that “it takes a 
village,” the 
town ended up 
donating facili- 
ties for the 
event, including a 
library and cultural 
center. Defenders of 
the welfare state have 
found their poster 
boy. Pedro Ribeira: a 


man for our times. 
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Democrats all, are all running similarly as 
“not-liberals.” ‘There is, in fact, a whole crop 
of these guys. They are not the left-wing 
reinforcements Charlie Rangel or Barney 
Frank or Ted Kennedy are hoping for in the 
next Congress. Even in New Jersey, we get 
this front-page headline in The New York 
Times. “TORRICELLI ACCEPTS “L WORD, 
But ALso Says HE’s MODERATE.” Rep. 
Robert Torricelli (D, NJ), running for the 
retiring Bill Bradley's Senate seat, recognizes 
that the “liberal” label carries such taint that 
he hastens to point out that he voted for the 
balanced budget amendment. He told The 
Times that government should ensure that 
the work force is educated and trained and 
the cost of capital is kept low ...“and then, 
get out of the way.” Government should get 
out of the way? This is not the kind of talk 
one could once expect from a confident “L”- 
word legislator. 

How has this happened? In a news 
analysis piece (mot an editorial) in The 
Wall Street Journal, James M. Perry 
explains the obvious: “The Democrats, 
starting in the 1970s, lost credibility by 
espousing policies that millions of 
Americans thought were elitist and radi- 
cal.” Not to mention they did not work. 
While costing us, collectively, $5 trillion. 

Because the American people have utterly 
rejected it, liberalism has been forced 
underground. To be viewed as a liberal poli- 
cymaker in this country in 1996 is to annoy 
the ordinary voter. (Except, of course, in 
Massachusetts or parts of Manhattan.) 
Which is how we got the current Democrat 
“values” campaign. And why we have 
Gephardt’s little-noticed Putting Families 
First scheme, along with his amusing 
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promises that the party has learned its les- 
son and wont be liberal anymore. 

“But, Rush!” you say. “They’re still liber- 
als! They're only trying to fool people!” Of 
course. Dont you see, however, that the rea- 
son they have to lie, the reason they have to 
pretend to be what 
they’re not, is because 
weve triumphed in 
the arena of ideas? It 
proves that they know 
full well that their 
entire belief system 
has been given the 
thumbs down by the 
nation as a whole. 

Have you heard, my 
friends, anyone seri- 
ously making the pub- 
lic case for full-bore 
liberalism? For spend- 
ing more on social 
programs? For starting 
new social programs? 
Por expanding existing social programs? Even 
Mrs. Clinton's scoldings about The Village 
always incorporate balancing cover language 
on “personal responsibility.” The truth is, in 
the most important political contest at the 
end of the century, the 1996 Presidential 
race, there is no exhortation from their 
champion to the rest of the country to 
embrace the liberal ideal. And without that, 
where are the long-term victories for the lib- 
eral cause? Even Jesse Jackson has been 
reduced to gritting his teeth in support of 
Bill Clinton, while his candidate actually 
ends welfare as we know it and wallows in 
the rhetorical trappings of conservatism. 

Can you imagine how this all must feel 
to truly passionate, dedicated, die-hard lib- 
erals? Their most cherished beliefs are 
nowhere held aloft in the public arena. 
Their utopian nostrums are nowhere taken 
seriously as potential policy. Their public 
influence is nil; they are reduced to exerting 
secret, underground, 
back-channel pres- 
sure while their nom- 
inee is reduced to 
protesting weakly in 
public that of course 
he is not a liberal! 
Not him, no sirree. 

Worst of all, they 
have been reduced to 

hoping Bill Clinton 

HEEL ei can be trusted 
esr trusted! — to “fix” 
welfare, and to tinker 
around the edges of 
other policy initia- 

_ tives they hold dear. 


bates 
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Have you heard anyone 
seriously making the 
public case for full-bore 
liberalism? For spending 


more on social programs? 


For starting new social 
programs? For expanding 
existing social programs? 





Believe me, folks, they know what he’s made 
of, as much as we do ... there is real trepida- 
tion in those circles that Clinton will turn on 
a dime and betray them, as he has friend and 
foe alike. What ignominy for liberal activists, 
who have no choice but to tie their fortunes 
to this less-than-stellar 
standard-bearer, who 
will only bear their stan- 
dard in stealth, and 
when it suits his needs. 

We conservatives 
have been so dis- 
tressed by the Presi- 
dent’s distortions of 
the record (including 
his own), that I think 
we may have missed 
some of the obvious 
tensions in the other 
camp. They, too, are 
dismayed. Which will 
become increasingly 
obvious after the elec- 
tion — no matter who wins. 

Speaking of Clinton's record ... I know 
this will stun you all, but throughout the 
1996 campaign, the President has been mis- 
leading voters on some important details: 

CLINTON CLAIM: His policies caused the 
biggest drop in poverty in 27 years. 

THE FACTS: The poverty rate is 13.8 per- 
cent, according to the Census Bureau; a 
full point higher than the 12.8 percent it 
was in 1989, at the end of the dread 
“decade of greed”... when the “rich got 
richer, and the poor got poorer.” Well, 
now the poor are even poorer. 

CLINTON CLAIM: He has moved two mil- 
lion people from welfare to work. 

THE FACTS: According to Health and 
Human Services, the number of AFDC 
cases rose from 4.7 million in 1992 to 4.8 
million in 1995. That means there are at 
least 100,000 more people on welfare 
today than when Bill Clinton took office. 
The rolls of all the major welfare pro- 
grams —- AFDC, food stamps, SSI — 
reached an all-time high under Clinton. 
(The number of people on Medicaid has 
also risen, from 31.2 million in 1992 to 
36.3 million in 1995.) Investor’s Business 
Daily asked the Administration how, then, 
he could make the claim he does: “An HHS 
analyst explained that the President is taking 
the difference in the lowest monthly average 
over the last four years and then multiplying 
that sum by three, which is the average 
number of persons — typically a mother 
and two kids — in each AFDC case.” Oh. 
And by the way — 68 percent of families 
who left welfare in the last two years were 
living in states with Republican governors. 
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CLINTON CLAIM: His crime bill has cut 
crime nationwide. 

THE FACTS: The U.S. crime rate peaked in 
1991, before Bill Clinton ever got to the 
White House. The number of crimes 
nationwide has dropped; but 30 percent of 
that drop came in New York — thanks to 
Republican Mayor Rudy Giuliani. The 
share of teens using drugs has more than 
doubled, reversing a trend that stopped in 
1993. The same year that Bill Clinton went 
on MTV and said sure, hed inhale marijuana 
— “IfI could. I tried, before.” 

CLINTON CLAIM: He reduced regulations 
more than Presidents Reagan and Bush. 

THE FACTS: According to the Office of 
Federal Register, the gross number of pages 
of regulations rose 7.3 percent, from 62,928 
in 1992 to 67,518 in 1995. (Ronald 
Reagan reduced regulations by more than 
33,000 pages between 1980 and 1990.) 

Beyond the page count, regulation will 
cost the economy $677 billion this year, a 
5.5 percent increase since Clinton took office 

CLINTON CLAIM: He reduced the federal 
work force to its lowest level since the 
Kennedy Administration. 

THE FACTS: More than four out of five of 
those job cuts came from the Defense 
Department. To make the claim, Clinton 
took the federal civilian payroll total in 
Kennedy's day vS. today, and divided those 
numbers by the total U.S. population, then 
and now. In reality, there are 500,000 more 
federal workers today than in Kennedy’s day. 

CLINTON CLAIM: He has already cut taxes 
for 15 million working Americans. 

THE FACTS: He expanded the Earned 
Income Tax Credit — which is not a tax 
cut. Eighty-five percent of EITC spending is 
not a refund of income taxes paid, but a 
government expenditure, like a welfare pay- 
ment. The President actually raised taxes on 
millions of Americans by $265 billion. 

CLINTON CLAIM: He has proposed $110 
billion in tax cuts that are fully paid for 
and are targeted to help working families. 

THE FACTS: He has proposed a tax hike, not 
a tax cut. The President’s budget proposes 
new taxes of $188 billion and leaves a net tax 
increase of $64 billion over 10 years. That’s 


because the bulk of his tax cuts are tempo- 
rary, but his tax increases are permanent. 

CLINTON CLAIM: The economy is grow- 
ing faster. 

THE FACTS: Economic growth under 
Clinton averaged 1.3 percent in 1995 and 
2.5 percent overall — the slowest expansion 
in more than 100 years. Of the seven so- 
called “G-7” nations, U.S. economic growth 
next year will be sixth. 

Of course, this exercise will rock no boats. 
I know you people are interested in the facts 
and the truth, because you are in my audi- 
ence, and such things are of critical impor- 
tance to you. But is anyone the least bit sur- 
prised that Bill Clinton is lying about his 
own record? The New York Times ran an 
article on October 6 
titled: “THE PRESI- 
DENTIAL STRETCH,” 
subtitled, “It Was 
Tb@aat Bie 2.” 
whose entire point 
was how Bill Clinton 
exaggerates everything, 
from crowd size to ach- 
ievements, and isn’t it 
just charming? The 
Times writer, Alison 
Mitchell, attributed 
this to Clinton’s “ten- 
dency to look on the 
bright side.” The piece 
is a classic, fondly 
describing how the 
President of the United 
States constantly and | 
knowingly lies to the American public. Go 
to the library, look it up, copy it for your 
files: page E-3. (Right under “A SCANDAL? 
WHAT’S THE SOUND BITE?”, explaining 
that no one cares about Whitewater.) 

Still, since it is not news that Bill Clinton 
has mischaracterized his record, there is quite 
another reason that I cite the above details 
for you (and I am indebted to the always 
brilliant editorial page of Investors Business 
Daily, as well as the Joint Committee on 
Taxation and the Congressional Research 
Service). Because the fact that this President 
wants to take credit for getting people off 


In the most important 
political contest at the 
end of the century, there 
is no exhortation from 


their champion to em- 
brace the liberal ideal 
Without that where are 
the long-term victories 
for the liberal cause? 





welfare, reducing crime, reducing govern- 
ment regulations and shrinking the size of 
government is evidence that even the most 
liberal President in decades-knows that 
America has made a huge shift to the right. 
Bill Clinton is a master mood-connoisseur; 
and he has accurately assessed the mood of 
the country as flat-out conservative. 

The one constant, say friend and foe 
alike, about Bill Clinton, is that he tells 
every audience what they want to hear, 
whether he believes it or not. So check out 
those claims again. It is quite clear that the 
mainstream American audience wants to 
hear conservatism. So he's giving it to them. 

Bill Clinton, with no unshakable core be- 
liefs of his own, has become a kind of mirror, 
temporarily reflecting 
under the bright glare 
of election-year poli- 
tics the core beliefs of 
the voting public. suid 
I, for one, take great 
confidence in what 
that flash of illumina- 
tion reveals. 

When even Bill 
Clinton thinks he has 
to portray himself as a 
conservative, we have 
won. It’s over. Listen 
close — what is that 
sound? In every speech 
by a Democrat that 
celebrates smaller gov- 
ernment, individual 
responsibility, crime 
reduction, family values, and yes, tax relief, 
you can hear liberalism’s last gasp. A sweeter 
sound this country has never known. 
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